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is referred to another time and place. i 


Advertiſement. 


H 1 8 Catechetical Summary was 
drawn up at the requeſt of Friends 


ma deſire and opinion I hold myſelf . 
bound to regard; and is made as ſhort 
as was thought conſiſtent with perſpicu- 
ity and juſtice to the ſubject, tor the con- 
venience of thoſe Who have neither mo- 
ney to purchaſe, nor time to read larg⸗ 
er Volumes. For which reaſon no no- 
tice is en of Dr. Stennett's Anſwers 
in the Summary itſelf, and only ſome few 
Remarks upon them are added at the end. 
A fuller examination of his ſeveral Objec- 
tions to our Practice, and of the Argu- 


ments he has urged i in defence of his own 


1 
* ' : 
1 ; 


A 


SUMMARY Ke. 


PAR T TH FIRST. : 


Tas MODE | or BAP TIZ INC. 


AT is Chriflian Baptiſm! 2 


Q. What ts ſignified 'S it? 


A. Not the putting away the filth of che F . . 
| his the putting on of Chriſt (1) or being admitted 
into that one body of which he is the head ; (2) and 
that ſpiritual purity which is effected by the waſhing 
of regeneration and the renewing of the Holy Ghoſt. 
Are all who have oy baptized, members of rhe £ 


Boch of brit? 


A. By Baptiſm, they are avowed his nominal dil. 95 
ciples; but except a man be born of Water and of 
the Spirit he cannot enter into the kingdom: of God. 


(3) 


4 iftin@ion between nominal and real Chriſtians ? 
A. Yes in many paſſages ; particularly in thoſe 


words of our Lord (4) #0 Every branch in me that 


, Matt. Xxviii. 19. (1) Gal. ili. 27. 
(2) 1 Cor. xii. 13. 8 ) Jon. ili. . 
U . . 


A. An Ordinance wherein wateri is ad- 
maiiniſtered in the name of the Father, 
Son and Holy Ghoſt. ! ; | 


Q. J there any ; foundation i in the Seridenres for this 


2 . | beareth | 


= — ——— ONE & . 


6 The Made of Baptixing. 
beareth not fruit he taketh away, and every branch 


that beareth fruit he purgeth it, that it may being 
forth more fruit. 


Q. Are ibe Baptized then only nominal Chr iſtians ? 


A. Nothing more can be inferred from their Bap- 
tiſm; yet the ordinance is a ſign of internal ſanctifi- 


© 


cation, and 1 15 intended to remind us of the neceſſity 


of. it. 


| Charch;, or was it af, 2. d only for the fr ft Con. werts 
10 Chriſtianity RN | 


A. As the Character and Privileges ſignified by. it 


are of equal importance to all, there is reaſon to 


conclude that the ordinance Gadd | be continued 


throughout all Ages; and the rather becauſe when 


Chriſt commanded his ſervants to adminiſter it, he 


added Lo J am with you WAYS even unto the end 


of the world.” HE 


ed? 


fy the influences of the Holy Ghoſt, which are pro- 


miſed' in ſcripture in theſe words, «I will ſprinkle _ 
clean water upon you and ye ſhall be clean ( 50. 15 


5 1 will pour my Spirit on thy ſeed &c. (6) 


Q. But is not the ordinance adminiſtered by fime 


 Chriftians in a di Herent way “ 


A. Ves, by dipping or plunging! in the water, ad 
thoſe who prefer this mode generally confine it to 
adults; whereas others adminiſter it to the infant 


offspring of profeſling Chriſtians. 


— By what different names are they Ane * 


Thoſe who approve of Infant Baptiſm are call- 


ed Pedobaptits t e of Calloren, 3.4 


655 Ezck, XXXVi, the (6 I. ally, 5. 
Sock 


Q. L ibi a ; ſtanding es in the Chriſtian 


Qu lr what way 7s this or dinance to ho adminiſter | 


" There! is a peculiar propr iety in applying wa- 
ter to the ſubject by ipiinkling or pouring, to ſigni- 


The Mode of Baptizing. 1 


ſuch as oppoſe their principles are called Antipedo- 


Nh N becauſe they are againſt Infant Baptiſm. 


Q. Why are the latter called Anabaptiits? _ | 
A. Becauſe they adminiſter what they call Baptiſm | 
in adult years to thoſe who have been baptized 1 in 
their Infancy. 

Can the ſecond aaſting of a 4 perfon 4050 bas beep 
once Lise be properly called Baptiſm ? | 

A. By no means; as the ſcripture expreſly de- 
clares there is but one Baptiſm +. 

Q. Are not theſe called Baptiſts only? 

A. They frequently are, but the term may With 


equal propriety be applied to all Chriſtians Who con- 
ſider Baptiſm as a ſtanding ordinance in the Church, 
thereby diſtinguiſhing themſelves from the Quakers 

and others who diſapprove of the continuance of it. 


QM bat 918 98 may be made 2 N dipping 


or plunging? 


A. Not now to mention any others; It i 15 indecent 


when practiſed publickly and promiſcuouſly on per- 
ſons of both ſexes; It has proved in ſome inſtances 

not only burdenſome and very terrifying, but like- 
wiſe hurtful to the conſtitution; and as it would in 
many other cafes and ſeaſons be extremely hazard- = 
ous, as well as impractical i in ſome ſituations, it is 

highly improbable that our Lord ſhould impoſe that 
mode upon his diſciples whoſe health and eaſe he 


mercifully eonſulted in many ways when upon earth: 


indeed he frequently cautioned them againſt a 
rigourous attachment to external modes as Inconfiſt- 


ent with the plain and ſpiritual nature of the chriſti- 
an diſpenſation. 


Q_ But does not the original word for Boptize - 


| 10 dip or lunge? 


4 | Several Paſſages might be produced in which | 
5 Eph. av. Fe 


1 


. he Made i Baptining. 


it is „el to perſons or things waſhed only by 
ſprinkling or pouring of water. Nebuchadnezzar 
when iprinkled with the dew of heaven in the open- 
fields is ſaid (in the Greek tranſlation) to have been 
baptized by it. The Iſraelites ſprinkled by the fall of 
rain from the clouds and the daſhing of the waves as 
they pailed through the dry channel of the ſea are, ſaid 
to have been baptized unto Moſes;(1)whereas if the 
expreſſion denoted immerſion it ſhould have been ap- 
plied rather to the Egyptians as they were plunged 


into the depths of the ſea, and ſunk as lead in the 


mighty waters. The various waſhings of the Jews 
are called (2) various or divers baptiſms many of 
which we well know were performed by ſprinkling 
as appears from Leviticus viii. xi. 205 14 firſt verſes 
and other places. 

Q. Are there any :nflances cen in the New Te- 
fament of perſons baptizing or baptized by immerſion ? 


4. It has been thought by fome that John the fore= 
runner of Chriſt baptized our Lord and others, and 


that Philip baptized the Eunuch, in that way. _ 
Q. Tou ſay John's Example FURY been ut ped a. as an 
authority for 1 ing 5 e Zong but a his 


= Chriſtian Baptiſm ? 


A. By no means, he was no Chiidian miniſter | 
and his Baptiſm is expreſsly diſtinguiſhed from that 
of Chriſt ; inſomuch that thoſe who were baptized 
by John were baptized again in the name of the 
Lord Jefus Chriſt, Acts xix. 3—5. His diſciples are 
diſtinguiſhed from the diſciples of Chriſt Mark ii. 18. 

80 that if his diſciples were dipped it is no obli- 

gation upon the diſciples of Chriſt to ſubmit to 
that mode; much leſs does it authorize any to inſiſt 8 
upon it as eſfential to Chriſtian baptiſm. | 


Q. But is it certain * be . Hinge all that . 


a 'ere 2 by Dim ? 


1 Dan, v. 21. 00 1 Cor. x. 2. 0 Heb. ix. 10. 
4. 


The Mode of Baptizing, 
A. No, by no means, the force of the ar gument 
taken from the expreſſion of his baptizing in Jordan 
depends entirely on our Engliſh tranſlation of the 
greek prepoſition which might properly have been 
| rendered at Jordan. Tho? he took his diſciples to 
to the River it is no where ſaid that he W any 
qꝗf them in it. 
2. IF it is not faid that be Sd them In the Ri- 
ver may it be inferred from his taking them to it? 
A. Some have haſtily drawn that concluſion ; but 
it ſhould be remembered that the Jewiſh Prieſt was 
was ordered to take the Leprous to a running water 
only to ſprinkle the water upon them, and d e 
they were pronounced clean; Leviticus xiv. 4—7. 
And when Jeruſalem and all Judea and all the regi- 


ons round about jordan (1) came to him it would 


be natural and expedient to take them to the River 
ſide to be baptized by ſprinkling or pouring of wa- 
ter, as he would be unprovided for admini- 
tering the ordinance to ſuch numbers, even in 
this way, in the wilderneſs where he uſually reſided; 
and he very wiſely choſe a part of the valley in 
which Enon divided itſelf into many ſtreams for the 
more agreeable refreſhment and accommodation of 2 


-- that vat multitude. 


Q. But is there not as ud 8 to belies TI he 
took them to the River to plunge them in it as to alarmed 
or pour water upon them? | 
A. I cannot think that there is. As there were both 


Men and Women modeſty would forbid his plunging 


them naked. If they had no other clothes wich them 
than thoſe on their backs they would be ſubject to 
many inconveniences, either from continuing there, 
or returning to their diſtant abodes wet as they came 
out of the River; and there is not the leaſt reaſon 
for W 1 hey were all proviced with « change of . 


G Mate 3 ii. 5 - 


, raiment 


10 2 he Mode of Baptizing. 


raiment, eſpecially as many of them came thither 


Without the leaſt thought of ſuch an occaſion for 


it. Not to inſiſt upon it that there were more than he 
alone could baptize by immerſion. 

Q, But as it is ſaid that when our Lord bad Be 
baptized of him he came up out of the River, does not 


bat expreſſion imply that he had been dipped i init? . 
A. As to to the phraſe of his coming up it proper- 


ly expreſſes his alcent from the River ſide to the 
higher ground. 


The word rendered out of vfually fignifies no more 
than om, and is therefore tranſlated ſo in many 
places in the New Teſtament, as (1) * flee from 
(not out of) the wrath to come.” From (not out of) X 


"kim that would borrow of thee turn not thou away.“ 


(2) * Thou haſt hid theſe things om (not out of) 5 
the wiſe and prudent.“ (3) „ The Angel rolled the 


ſtone from (not out of) the door.“ (4) 


| ut we may with as much reaſon. condide that | 
the ſtone was in the door as that our Lord was in 


Jordan becauſe he came from 1 it, the orginal word is 


4 the ſame. 


Though 8 him to have bern aRually in the 


it. 
N Did Philip latin, the enuch by immerſ; on? 
A. There is not a word ſpoken of it in all the ac- 


| 1 count of it; yet we are told that he muſt have been 
immerſed in the water becauſe it is ſaid he went into 
it and came out of it. But if theſe expreſſions de- 
note that the Eunuch was plunged they denote that 
Philip was plunged too, as what is ſaid of one is ſaid 
5 both, — 7 aſſert the immerſion of both or of nei- 


(1) Matt, if. 7. (2) ver. 42. (3) . 2 
EG ... 8 


| River it would be no proof that he was plunged into | 


* 


; q | 
4 


* 


7 he Mode of Boptizing. It 


D From whence then do many conclude that Philis | 


by dipped the Eunuch in the water ? 


A. All the argument for it depends, as in the for- 
mer caſe, entirely on our Engliſh tranſlation of the 
two Greek prepolitions uted in the account. Becauſe 
the one is tranſlated 7270 therefore — therefore what ? 
Why therefore truly they were in the water and 
therefore they were plunged in the water. But even 
the former cannot be certainly concluded from hence 
much leſs the latter. The ſame original word that 


is here rendered into often ſignifies no more than fe or 
uuto, as Matt. xv. 24. our r Saviour ſays, 1 am {ſent 
anto (not into) the loſt ſheep of the houſe of Iſrael. 
In Acts xxviii. 14. it is properly tranſlated towards. 


Some indeed conclude that when referring to water 


it lignifies 7xto. Yet no more than unte was intended 


by it when our Lord ſaid to Peter go thou zo (not into) 
the ſea and caſt an hook & c. Matt. xvii. 27. Yea it 
only ſignifies anto when uſed in connection with 


Baptiſm, Matt iii. 11. where John ſays to his difci- 
_ ples I baptize you with water 2 (not into) repent- 
ance. And Paul aſſerts of the Iſraelites 1 Cor. x. 2. they 
were baptized unto Moſes. As to the other wordinthis 
account of the Funuch's Baptiſm which is tranſlated _ 


out of ; ; it's proper and moſt common ſigniſication is 5 


From and it occurs in that ſenſe in many places of the 


New Teſtament, As John ix. 1. Aman blind frem 
(mot out of) his birth. 


9. But is it not ſaid that all the it Converts to 


Chriftianity avere baptized by imme! fron ? 


A. Some have indeed ajierted it though IAN BY | 


evidence. Acts. ix. 17, 18. we read of Saul's being 
| baptized by Ananias in the houſe of Judas. And a 
number of the Kinimen and Friends of Cornelius 
were baptized in his houle under the direction of 
Peter, Acts. x. 47, 48. but there is not the leaſt inti- 


mation of there being a bath or tub 1 in either of their : 
houſes for their immerſion; nor is any . : 


uſed 


- 7, be Mode of Baptizing. 
uſed in the accounts of their Baptiſms that would 


lead any to think they were baptized in that manner. 


ped 
A. The words of the apoſtle Peter © can any for- 
bid water &c.” are as if he hadſaid, Can any fork id 


wWuocater to be brought in a veſſel to baptize them; as we 


do by ſprinkling or pouring. Nor is the leaſthint giv- 
en of Paul's plunging the Jailor and his family, Acts. 
xvi. 25. &c. or his having a reſervoir fit for the pur- 
poſe in his houſe in which he baptized them. Indeed 
it is highly improbable he ſhould undertake it with 
his back galled with the ae ao he had received but a 
few hours before. . 
Are there not inſtances of more baptized i in a day 
than Cowl have been plunged in that time? 
A. Acts. ii. 41. we are told of three thouſand bap- 


tied and added to the Church the ſame day, which 


is a much greater number than even all the twelve 
apoſtles could have baptized in a day if they had 


Q. 1s there any reaſon to think they avere not 8 85 


| ſtood in the water from morning to night, or had had 


ſtrength to perform it; and indeed it is highly im- 


probable that, if ever ſo ſtrong, thoſe twelve men 
ſhould engage in an undertaking ſo inconſiſtent with 


the genius of Chriſtianity as that of ſtanding all day 
in the water to dip each between two and three hun- 
dred of both ſexes. | 


©, Why is the moat of i or pouring of 


water 10 be preferred to that of immerſion ? 
A. The Apoſtle Peter recommended Baptiſm Acts. 
. 38. as a token of the remiſſion of fins obtained 
5 the blood of Jeſus , and as that was typified by 
the mode of ſprinkling under the Old Teſtament 
Levit. v. ix. vii. ii. xiv. and is called the blood of 
ſprinkling, yea and is ſaid as ſuch to cleanſe from all 
| fin, 1 John i. 7. This mode is therefore moſt agree- 
able to thoſe figurative repreſentations of the nature 
, and en of t he ordinance, VV : 
| 8 . 


Te Mode of Baplixing. 1 


Are there not othen conſiderations to recommend 
opting in Baptiſm ? 

A. It is moſt proper as an emblem of our purifica- 
tion by the influences of the Holy Spirit, becauſe 
thoſe divine influences are never repreſented by dip- 
ping or plunging, but often by ſprinkling or pour- 
ing, of water, Ezek. xxxvi. 35. I will ſprinkle Genn 
water upon you and ye ſhall be clean, Iſaiah Iii. 15. 


„My ſervant (ſays God referring to the Meſſiah) 


& ſhall ſprinkle many nations“ . I will pour my 


Spirit Upon thy ſeed and my blefiing upon thine off- 
ſpring.” Luke, in his. hiſtory of the Acts of the 
Apoltles, deſcribing the accompliſhment of thoſe | 
promiſes ſays „ on the Gentiles was l out the 
gift of the Holy Ghoſt ” Acts. x. 45. And the apoſ- 
' tle Paul makes uſe of the ſame expreſſion, Titus iii. 6. 
„ which (meaning the Holy Ghoſt) he hath ſhed or 
e poured out on us e Brough Jeſus Chriit | 
© our Saviour. 105 15 

Q. Yet has it not been _I rhat none cre truly bets 
1 but theſe 9 are plunged in water, and There- 
fore that it is <vrong to call ſprinkling Baptizing ® 
A. Thoſe who aſſert that either forget or diſregard 

the word of God which expreſsly c calls Sprinklings : 
1 Baptiſms i in Heb. ix. 10. the Apoſtle ſpeaking of the 
lewiſh ritual there ſays it conſilted of al vers baptijms, 

for ſo the word is in the original that is there ren- 
dered waſhings. And that all might know the rites 

to which he refers he particularly explains it in 
verſe 13. ſprinkling the unclean, and the book, and 
“the tabernacle and all the veſlels of the miniſtry. ?? 

Immerſion therefore cannot be neceflary to conſti- 
| tute Baptiſm in the ſeriptural ſenſe of the term. 
Q. Do any injift upon that Mo, i for Jecuring the 
moral purpoſes of the Ordinance ?, 

A. Thoſe who do cannot f urely acknow ledge with 
the Apoſtle Paul that it is not in any form whatever 
the putting away the filth of the fleſh; indeed the 
bagkſlidings, yea 3 of ſome who have been 

„ = „ Plunged Z 
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plunged not enly in ponds but rivers have been 


notorious enovg1 to convince them and all around 
them that dipping does little to ſanctify the unholy. 


D Does not the account of the deſcent of the Spirit 


Acts ii. afford another. argument for . by 
Jbr inkling ? | 


A. Certainly to thoſe who aſk how can it be ſaid - 


that a perſon is baptized with water when only a lit- 
tle water is ſprinkled or poured upon his face ? we 


may reply by another queſtion, viz. © how could the 


Apoſtles be ſaid to be baptized with the Holy Ghoſt 


and with fire, when that fre reſted only upon their 


Heads? John perverted the term Baptiſm if it is to 


be applied only to immerſion; and his alluſion (ſup- 
poſing it to be to that e 15 unnatural and 1 impro- 


| ver. 


D How docs that appear 


A. If Baptiſm was only hniniflered by immerſion. 
his language would be I baptize you unto repentance 


by plunging you into the water, ſo he that cometh 
after me ſhall baptize you with the Holy Ghoſt 


by pouring it upon your heads. But conſider him as 
_ alluding to the cuſtom of pouring water upon the 
head or face, his words may be thus paraphraſed, 
ob 4 pour water upon you in my Baptiſm ſo ſhall | 
| Jeſus &er long baptize you with the Holy Ghoft - 
Us 080g 1 it down pon you as in ſtreams of Are. 


bee | 


"PA RT THE SEC OND. 


The Subjects of Baptiſm. 


UF 0 "adn 25 Baptiſm to be. adminiflered : F 


A. To ſuch as are converted from Hea- 
_ theniſm, Mahometaniſm, or Judaiſm to Chri- 


ſtianity in adult years, and to the offspring of Chri-. 


ſtian believers. | 
Q. Is there any thing i in FI word of God, or in his 


condut to his people in the early ages of the ævorld to 


encayrage the hope of Chriſtian Parents that he will 


E raciouſly accept a dedication of e Little ones to him 1 5 
: in this ordinance? 


A. A great deal. — The Father of Mercies orig 


| expreſſed a tender regard for the children of his peo- 
ple. Wien Noah was called into the ark God ſaid 
enter thou and all thine houſe, for thee have l ſeen 


righteous before me in this generation. — We are 
alſo informed that the Lord bleſſed Noah and his ſons 


and faid unto him I will eftabliſh my covenant 


with you and with your ſeed after you, Gen. vii. 
Many bleſſings were promiſ.d by God to the fami- 


ly of David for his ſervant David's fake, 2 Sam. vii. 

who was from thence taught to make that general | 

declaration, Pf. cxii. 1, 2. Bleſſed is the man that 
 « feareth the Lord, his ſeed ſhall be mighty upon 


earth. The generation of the upright thall be 


e 5 
Q. But avere not theſe on central bleſng Ings, an: ud : 
| as ſuch penn to Sant to e they a were re firſt Pr 6 
___ 


Ea . 4. BY 
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4. By no means; a gracious God promiſed to 
pour out his Spirit upon their ſeed, and ſays expreſs- 
ly, Jer. xxx. 20, 22 their children,” that is under 
the ſpiritual government of that great Prince who 
was prefigured by David and deſcended from him, oO 
„ ſhall be as aforetime.” And' as children were ws a 
evidently included in the covenant which aforetime _ | 
was made with their parents he therein declares it 


to be his mind and wil that they ſhould not nere- 1 
after be excluded. 


Q. What fir ther encouragement Save the people 
Grd fro: » paſſages in the Old Teſtament to hope for... 
his gracigus acceptance of them in this ſervice 
A. The covenant he made with Abraham and his 
ſeed will be more particularly conſidered hereafter : | 
but beſides that, many other paſtages both in the Old 
and New Teſtament encourage pious parents to be- 
lieve that their God and Redecmer will not diſdain 
do accept the charge of their infant offspring. 
lle mentions it as a great agoravation of Iirael's ſin 
in leading their children to the temples of idols; 
that they had taken thither the ſons and “aughters 
Which they had borne unto him adding, * is this thy 
+ c WhOredom a ſmall matter that thou haſt ſlain my 
| 5 « children ? ” Ezek. xvi. 20, 32. That condeſcend- 
5 ing and merciful God who has claimed the children 
|  _.of his people as his own, far from deſpiſing ſuch lit- 
tle ones may therefore juitly charge thoſe with alie- 
nating his property who refuſe to devote them to him. 
Did you not intimate that there are paſſuges in the | 
New. Te Fan end that expreſi the ſame 8 ace 10 little | | "2 
| - cildren ? CR ere 
A. Jeius who had been promiſed as © the Shepherd „„ 
Y . «ot the ſheep that would gather the lambs in his armes 
and carry them in his boſom,” ＋ remarkably ful- 
; filled the character's in the FOE: notice he 
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took of the weak and feeble in general; and of little 
children in particular, — When he took them out of 
their parents arms into his own, and, with a God-like 


authority and tenderneſs, pronounced his blefling 


upon them. Three of his Evangeliſts have recorded = 


8 


theſe remarkable and encouraging facts, Matt. xix. 13. 


Mark, x. 13. Luke, xviii. 15. 


Q. Oz what principles may Chriſtian Parma from : 


Hence take encouragement to. hope for acceptance in a 
dedication of their little ones to the Lord in Bapri/m? 


A. It appears from our Lord's taking them into 


| his arms and the words by which they are deſcribed | 
that they were Infants, And indeed becauſe they 


were ſo ſome of his diſc -iples would have kept them 
back from him. But Jeſus was very much diſpleaſed 
with the ſpirit they therein. diſcovered ; was moved 


with indignation againſt them (as the ſame word 18 

_ tranſlated in Matt. xx. 24.) And he enjoyned it up- 
on them that theyſhould ſuffer little children to come 

unto him, adding 6 forbid them not.“ 5 


His language is well worthy of notice in which he 


: ſpeaks of little children coming unto him; and 
the reaſon he urges to encourage their approach is 


8 


cequally fo, viz. © of ſuch is the kingdom of Heaven” _ 
for as he ſays John iii. 5. no one can enter into that 
kingdom except born of Water and of the Spirit, it 


neceſlarily follows that ſuch are capable of that new _ 


birth ; and conſequent]; 4 proper e for the ap- | 


pointed Sion of it. 
Q Are there any paſſuges. to iter e + N 2 


1 en inthe WFItzngs of the Apoſtles ET, 


A. Rom xi. 16. the Apoſtle Paul repreſents the : 
intended reſtoration of the Jews to the privileges of 


| Cod's covenant people as a favour to be granted them 
as the deſcendants of Abraham, and what they were 
encouraged to expect in conſequence of their connec- 

tion with him; tor ſays he, if the fruit be holy the 
„ Jump is alſo holy, and it the root © be WL ſo are 


« the 
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c the branches. 8 In whatever ſenſe we underſtand 


the word © holy ” it is evidently uſed to expreſs either 


a privilege, or a qualification for proyucges to be be- 


ſtowed on them as the offspring of Abraham. 


Q. But how is the — ef roar expreſ on to te 


aſcertai ned? 


A. By comparing 1 Cor. vii. 14. where it is. raid. 
© Elſe were your children unclean, but now are they 


« holy.” The queſtion upon which the Apoſtle there 


gives his opinion was this, Whether if a Chriſtian 


man or woman married an unbeliever their offspring 


were to be conſidered and treated as a Chriſtian off- 
ſpring ? which he afterts they were. It was never 


| doubtedif both the parents were Chriſtians, — But 
Paul fays that « the unbelieving huſband is ſanctifi- 
ed by the believing wife, and the unbelieving wife 


„ by the believing huſpand. Upon which let it 


be remarked that Paul pronounces the children of 
unbelievers unclean, and thoſe of believers holy, e- 


videntiy making that diſtinction between ls 


whatev 'er be the meaning of the term. 


8 Could internal, ſpiritual holineſs be meant 7 2 
A. It is certain it could not; becauſe that can ne- c 
ver be ccnveyed to any children from their parents. 
But will any ſay that God who granted peculiar pri- 


vileges to the children of Abraham as his children, 


a may. not vouchſaſe a like grant to the children of 
Chriſfian parents as their children? — The privilege 


there referred to was either that of being actually de- 


| voted to God, in an ordinance by which the ſeed of 


| his people are diſtinguiſhed from the offspring of un- 


| believers; or being entitled to ſuch an ordinance, 
in either ſenſe it juſtifies our practice of baptizing 


the children of Chriſtian parents. And accordingly 
the primitive Chriſtians uſed the Greek word rs 


tranſlated holy for baptized perſons. The Apoſtle's 


determination in this paſſage is plainly this, that 


- though only o one of two Parents was a believer, their 
5 offspring 


4 


4 
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| offspring might and ought to be ſet apart as holy 
unto the Lord. 


QQ. What is therein the Abrabimic'« covenant ereferred 


0 above, to encourage Chriſtian parents in fuch a dedi- | 


cation of their children unto God? | 
A. We have a comprehenſive ſummary of it in 


Gen, xvii. 7. I willeftabliſh my covenant tetween 

me and thee and thy ſeed after thee in their gene- 
. 8% rations, for an everlaſting covenant, to be a God 
to thee and to thy ſeed after thee.” And by com- 


paring this with ſeveral promiſes both in the Old and 


New Teſtament it will appear that the Abrahamic 
and Chriſtian are but different editions of tne ſame 
Covenant. 


Q. In what reſpect a they appear the ſame ? 
A. The ſame kind of bleſſings are engaged for in 


both, viz. the forgiveneſs of in, compare Heb.. 


viii. 12. with Iſaiah vii. 18—2 o—The renewing 
influences of the Holy Spirit. Heb. viii. 10. com- 
pared with Gen. xvii. 7. — And that the land of Ca- 


naan promiſed in one was a type of a hetter coantry 
viz. a heavenly one promiſed | in che OO appears a 
from Heb. x. 13. 17. 


Q. Are the national rocket if * ancient e | 


- . included 1 7 the ts gs of the Abrabamic covo- 
ant? 


A. By no means; the dihin gion between many ; 


of thoſc promiſes that were to be conſidered as fanc- 
tions of the moſaic ritual, and the peculiar mercies 


promiſed by God to his ſervant Abraham and his 


- leed-- are. plainly diſtinguiſhed by the Apoſtle Paul 


Rom. iv. 13, 14. For r the Promiſe that he ſhould 


be the heir of the world, was not to Abraham, or 


to his ſeed, through the law, but through the righ- | 


© teouſneſs of faith. For if they which are of the 
law be heirs, faith is made void, and the promiſe 
of none effect. ?* The inllitutions and privileges 


of the moſaic ritual | were national and temporarys = 
5 | 1 - DUE 


20 The Subjects of Baptiſm. 


but the covenant of grace made with believers in 


Chriſt is perſonal and everlaſting. All ſuch of every 


nation and age are pronounced“ the children of God 


hy faith in Chriſt Jeſus,” „and if Chriſt's then 
Lare we „Abraham' s ſeed and heirs according to pro- 
« miſe,” Bays that remarkable declaration in 
_ Heb. vi. For when God made the promiſe to 
e 1 becauſe he could ſwear by no greater, he 
„ {ware by himfelf, that by two immutable things, 
e jn which it was impoſſible ſor God to lie, we might 
c have a ſtrong conſolation, who have fled for refuge 
to lay hold on the hope {et before us. God ſwore 
to Abraham that our conſolation might be ſtrong. 


Q. But des not the Apoſtle Paul ſeem to limit the 
term Seed to Chriſt, Gal. iii. 16. „ 


A. He could not mean to aſſert that this term ſig- 
Fes nien no more than one, becauſe he muſt know that it 
is uſed for a number and a great number too Gen. xv. 5. 
And he brought him forth abroad, and ſaid, Took | 
cc now towards heaven, and tell the flars, if thas art -- - 
c 4hle to number them, and he ſaid unto him ſoſhall 
en thy 1eed be.” - And Gen. xvii, 7. And I will 


&« eſtabliſh my covenant between me and thee, and 


0 thy ſeed after thee in their generations. 


9 


appropriated to one line of Abraham's deſcendants _ 


And to underſtand the Apoltle, as ſaying Chrit is: 
"the only ſeed of Abraham, would be to make him 
contradict himſelf; as he ſays elſewhere to Chriſti- 
ans, Ve are Abraham s ſeed. The term Chriſt there- 
fore may be put for the whole body of Chriſt, 2. e. 
his Church, as it is 1 Com x11. 12. Or, the expreſſi- 


on may intimate that thoſe promiſes were not only 


viz. that of Iſaac, but might be ſaid to centre in one 


ülluſtrious perſon viz. Chriſt, from a regard to whom 
lor as conſidered in whom) the reſt are made parta® _ 
kers of the Oy promiſed in this covenant, See 

_ verſe 13.17. = In either of theſe ſenſes this paſ- 


ſage 


/ 
{ 
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ſage peaks a language nothing inconſiſtent with 


what 1 is ſaid above of the ſeed of Abraham. 


Q. Are the promiſes of the New Teſtament in any . 


other rejpe&ts femilar to thoſe of the Old ? So 
H. Yes, as thoſe bleſſings are promiſed i in both to 
the ſame ſubjects viz. to believers in Chriſt, whether 
they. are Jews or Gentiles, and to their ſeed. The 


bleſſings of the Goſpel are undoubtedly promiſed to 


believers and it is obſervable in that part of the Ep. 
to the Romans (chap. iv. 3.) in which the Apoſtle aſ- 
ſerts and proves that Abraham was juſtified by faith, 


he has this among other remarks, verſe 11. © Abra- 
« ham received the ſign of circumciſion (the original 


token of the covenant of God with him and his 8 
„ ſeed, Gen. xvii. 10. 11. ) a ſeal of the righteouſneſs 


aof the faith, ” or a token of his acceptance with God 
as a believer, „Which faith (ſays he and conſequent- 
ly the privilege of juſtification connected with it) 
he had when he was yet uncircumciſed. ?” He was 
therefore juitificd as Chriſtians now are by faith, 
with only this difference, his faith was directed to a 
Saviour to come, we receive him as already manifeſt- 


ed. — It was likewiſe promiſed to Abraham that in 


his ſeed ſhould all the nations of the earth be bleſſed. 


And as proviſion was made in that covenant for 


admiting proſelytes from among the Gentiles into 
the church by circumciſion, fo now, Jews and Gen- 
tiles are fellow-heirs, and upon their believing are 
pronounced bleſſed, with faithful or believing Abra- 


ham. See Gal. iii. 18. 29. Eph. ii. 12. & Rom. xi. 
Indeed the Apoſtle there ſpeaks of it as an im- 
portant part of the grand ſcheme of redemption, 


that the bleſſing of Abraham might come on the 


Gentiles. And what was that bleſſing pronounced 
upon Abraham ? I will be a God to thee and to thy 


ſeed after thee. It would therefore ill become us to 
attempt. to fruſtrate or contract che plan of divine 


| 1 
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mercy by excluding the ſeed of believing Gentiles 
from the bleſſing of the God of their fathers. 

Q. I there any further reſemblance between the pro- 
miſes of God to Abraham and 19 79 3 in the 


New T eftament ? 


A. 'The bleſſings engaged for in both are promiſ- 


ed through the ſame Mediator; as appears from ma- 
ny paſſages particularly Luke 1. 54. 55. John viii. 56. 


Nom. viii. 1.—9. compared with Gen. xxiii. 16. 18. 


Q. Why is Baptiſm to be adminiſtered, as a ſeal of 


e Chriſtian Covenant, to the children of profeſſing 
Chr i/tians ER 


* Having proved that the ancient covenant of God 


with Abraham was nothing leſs than the firſt edition 


O 


of the covenant of grace publiſhed more fully in the _ 
New Teſfament ; the expreſs command of God to 


Abraham to circumciſe his infant ſeed, may convince 
as at leaſt that there is no 1mpropriety in adminiſter- 
ing an external token of that fame covenant to the 
children of his people. Gen. xvii, 12. it is written, 
he that is eight days old ſhall be circumciſed among 
you, — Abraham in obedience to the divine app oint 


ment gave up his infant offspring to the Lord in 


that ordinance. All his deſcendants did the ſame. 


Norcanit bethought they did wrong ; they wouldhave 
been highly criminal if they had refuſed or neglected 


to comply with the inſtitution. And as that rite is no“ 


changed for one leſs painful, but equally divine and 


ſacred, we could not e in with-holding 


it from our children. 
Q. What reaſon W wor ts believe that Boprif 2 
comes in the place of circumciſion ? 


A. That many of the rites enjoyned in the Old 


Teſtament prefigured the inſtitutions of the New, is 
_ proved at large in the Ep. to the Hebrews and elſe- 
where. The Apoſtle Paul gives us to underſtand 


that the feaſt of the paſſover was a type of our Lord's 
Supper. But there! is NO ancient rite e by which Baptiſm 
| could 
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: could be prefigured, if it was not by that os ir- 


cumciſion. And yet as theſe two are the only poſi- 


tive inſtitutions of Chriſtianity, it ſeems as reaſona- 


ble to expect a type of both as of one in the Old Te- 
ſtament. In 1 Cor. v. 6. 7. the Apoſtle Paul calls 


the Lord's Supper the feaſt of Chriſt our paſſover; 


and in Col. ii. 11. 12. he ſpeaks of 1 pron as the 


circumciſion of Chriſt. 


Q. Do the rwo e in any: ede. 2s reſem! le 


each other? 


A. Very remarkably in many. „„ | 


Was firſt to be adminiſtered to heads of houſes, and 
then to their houſholds, Gen, xvii. 10-13.—80 like- 


wiſe was Baptiſm to thoſe who were converted either 


from Judaiſm or the Gentile world and to theirs, Acts. 


Xvi. 13-33.—Neither ordinance was to be adminiſter- 


ed twice to the ſame perſon.— Both were tokens of 


ſpiritual and moral purity, compare Deut. x. 15, 16. 


XXX. 6. Acts. 11. 28. with. Rom; vi. 4—6. Col. 11. 


11, 12. Hence the baptiz zed Chriſtian like the cir- 


cumciſed Jew was taught to look upon himſelf as ſe- 
parated from the world as holy unto the Lord, Rom. 


iii. I. 2. vi. 3. And foraſmuch as Circumciſion was 


was inſtituted and adminiſtered as a token of the ſame 
covenant of grace to infants, Baptiſm as its ſubſtitute 
and antitype ſhould likewiſe be adminiſtered to them. 


There is not a ſingle text in the New T etament 
that repeals this act of God in their favour. _ 

Q. Are there auy other Je 26s that more * h; 
1 illuſtrate and confirm their title ? 

A. Yes many,—Out of which we may firſt ſelect 
our Lord's commiſſion to his miniſters, recorded 
Matt. xxviii. 19. 20. Go ye and diſciple all nati- 
e 008, baptizing them &c, 2, e. enter them among 
my diſciples in or by Baptiſm. For ſo the word ren- 
dered teach moſt properly ſignifies. 

Q. Why ſhould the Apoſtles think that children Were 


In. adac an Fg ee of their maſter ? ?. 


2 4 
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AJ. Moſes s diſciples” was a term familiar to them; 


The deſcendants of Abraham were entered among Mo- 


ſes's diſciples by circumciſion, but now Jeſus lays aſide 
that rite by virtue of his authority as Lord and Head 


of the Church, and adopts another. The Apoſtles 
well knew that Moſes's diſciples were initiated by 
Circumciſion in their infancy : From ſuch an expreſ- 
ſion as this of their divine Lord, they would there- 
fore reaſonably conclude he intended infants ſhould be 
_ difcipled to him in Baptiſm. — Such as are offended at 
our calling children diſciples of Chriſt, would do 
well to remember their Lord's reproof of ſuch a ſpi- 


Tit, mentioned above ; and likewiſe that the ſcheme 
for circumciſing their children, mentioned Acts xx1. 


21. is cenſured as an attempt to put a yoke upon the 


neck of the diſciples, ſo that there can be no impro- 


priety in applying that term to them. Levit, xxv. 


41, 4.2. Children are called the ſervants of God. 


n m objected that children are not expreſsly . 
: mentioned, 77 theſe FRET TONS of 1 our Lord. 7o bis mi- 
 nifters 5 | 


. It 18, but if this be a penn for e to 
admit children to this ordinance, Why do thoſe who 


urge it baptize women, or even men ? for neither 


are expreſsly mentioned in the command. Nor have 


| they authority {from hence to baptize believers. 


Q. But is there 5 79 97 command * Chriſt 1 


5 boptize believers ? 


A. Not one in all the New Tehamont; much leſs | 


to confine the ordinance to believers only. 


. To whom then does this precept extend ? 

L It was an order to baptize all nations, whe- 
ther Jews or Gentiles.—Had Chriſt commanded them 
to circumciſe all nations, every one would have 


23 


thought children included, and the Apoſtles would _ 
certainly have clreomented Chriſtian Converts and 
their children; ſo that they muſt think themſelves 
: 8 to baptize them RPO che like principle, Viz, 


their 
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their having been always admitted to the external 
ſeal of the covenant with their believing parents , 


unleſs there had been an excluſive clauſe i in this new 


edition of that covenant to ſhut them out. 
But ſuch a clauſe would by no means have been in 


character from the lips of the condeſcending and 
compaſſionate Jeſus, who had before tabs en little chil- 
dren into his arms, and given it in charge to his mi- 


niſters, to ſuffer them to come unto him, declaring 
« Of ſuch is the kingdom of heaven.“ 

& What other paſſage in the New J. eftament c con- 
firms the right of children to this ordinance? = _ 
A. That in Ads. ii. 38, 39. where the Apoſtle 5 
Peter recommended Baptiſin to his hearers by this 


conſideration, © for the promiſe 15 unto you and to 


«« your children, and to all that are afar off, even as 
„many as the Lord our God ſhall call. 7 | 
Q. To what promiſe did the Apoſtle refer ? 
A. That he did not refer to that of the ſupernatural | 


gifts of the Spirit, mentioned in a quotation from the 
| Prophet Joel in a former part of the chapter is appa- 
rent from many conſiderations. He could not aſſure 
them, and all that ſhould be hereafter called, of thoſe 


gifts that were never beſtowed on the greater part Br. 
them. —Nor would a promiſe of ſuch gifts be a pro- 


per motive to be urged in recommendation of repent- 
ance and Baptiſm. Eſpecially to perſons, like his 


hearers under the firſt painful conviction of ſin, and 


terrifying apprehenſion of the wrath ,to come: It 
would be but a poor conſolation to ſuch to know that 
their young men ſhould ſee vitions, and their old men 


ſhould dream dreams, &c. This great preacher was 
uſed to enter with more ſenfibility and diſcerninent 


into caſes of this fort, than to adminiſter a remed: 


ſo inadequate to the diſeaſe. But underitand by the 
promiſe the engagement of the covenant of grace; 


and he ſays every thing that perſons in their dettit: ute 
ſtate wiſh to knen when he © lays, 00 »The promite is to 
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you and to your children. ” The original pro- 
miſe of this was, ] will be a God to thee, and to 
« thy ſeed after thee, upon the authority of which 
as an everlaſting covenant our Apoſtle declares to 
_ theſe converts, The promiſe, this g rand promiſe is to 
you and to your children, It is referred to by Paul 
in the like emphatical term, “the promiſe ”” Rom. 
iv. 13. Gal. vi. 17. &c. &c. — So that (as Mr. 

Boſtwiek obſerves in his judicious ſermon upon this 
text) che ſum of the argument is this, © The promiſe 
& is to you, therefore be baptized ; and the promiſe 15 
* to your children alſo, therefore J them be baptized 
likewiſe; otherwiſe the Apoſtles argument is in- 
* concluſive ; as he aſſures them the promiſe 1 is e- 
4 qually to them and their children.? 

8 Bub have not ſome ſuppoſed that all hereby intend- 
5 ed ab, that their children ſhould inherit the . omiſed | 
bleſſing when called by divine grace? 

A. That turn has been given to the words ; ; but in 
that ſenſe they are no aſſurance of mercy to their 

children as theirs, the ſame might be ſaid of the 

children of unconverted heathens. It is obſervable 
that the Apoſtle does not ſay to the converts from 
Judaiſm, the promiſe was to you and to your chil- 
dren, but 27 75, 7. e. now under the chriſtian diſpenſati- 
on, as it was aforetime; otherwiſe they would juſtly 
| think their privileges would be more limited under the 

goſpel than they had been under the law. Nor does he 
ay to the Gentiles, the promiſe hall be fulfilled to you 
and to your children upon their converſion, but , i 


bab, a gracious God now admits and invites you and 


chem to this ordinance as an external token and ſea! 
of that covenant in which Jews and Gentiles have 
through Jeſus equal acceſs by one Spirit to the father, 
and are fellow citizens with the laints and of the 
boufhold of God. 

Q. What are the chief of feetions urged again Ia. 
Fast Bop os * | 5 : 
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4. Theſe chree.— That it is not only uſeleſs, but 
hurtful.— That it is no where expreſsly commanded. 
And that repentance and faith were required by the 
Apoſtles previous to Baptiſm, of which children are 
incapable. 

Q. Ts there any p60 reaſon for faxing this tain 
75 hurtful both to children and their parents, as encou- 
raging in both a falſe hope and a gr oundiefs e 
on 4 Vain Ceremony 5 

A. That many advantages are to be derived from 
it both to children and their parents, will be ſhewn 
in another place.. As to what is ſaid of its bad ten - 
dency; it is an objection not properly againſt the 
uſe, but the abuſe of the inſtitution. Some niay think 
too highly of the neceſſity, and ſaving efficacy of the 
Baptiim of infants, and ſome on the other hand that 
plunge the adult may lay an undue ftreſs on an ad- 
miniſtration of the ordinance, at that time of * 
and! in that particular mode. 

But will that be allowed a ſufficient objection a- 
gainit the practice; or are we to conclude that al! 


__ certainly mull lay an undue ſtreſs on it, becauſe we 


know of ſome that do? ES: 
Q. But has not the pr aFice of bapticing 2 Wart a 
| tendency to incourage ſuch ſuperftition? - 
A. There is certainly nothing in the manner in 
which Baptiſm is adminiſtered to Infants among usto 
encourage falſe hope or an undue -attachment tO an 
external ceremony; but much that has a very ciffer- 
ent tendency, _ 
Q What is jaid by. theſe avho Bastine Tnfants * 
caution their Pearers Ls ws of an undue ene, up- 
on it | 
A. We cl 8 parents and others at the 
_ adminiſtration of this ordinance that circumcifion a- 
vaileth nothing nor uncircumciſion but a new crea- 
ture. We teach parents themſel-es, and exhort them 


o caution their laren that they ale not to expect 


talva- 
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ſalvation from a godly parentage in the neglect of re- 
ligion; and frequently fore warn them of the account 
to be given of all the talents with w hich God in the 
goſpel has intruſted them. 

We give it in charge to chriſtian parents that they 
Pray daily with and for their children, and train them 


up in the nurture and admonition of the Lord; and 
that they frequently recollect the ſolemn dedication 


they make of their children to God in this ordi- 
nance, to ſtir them up to an early and conſtant diſ- 


charge of all the 1 important duties of a chriſtian edu- | 


cation. =; 


We alſo pray repeatedly with them and for hem; and 
their dear little ones ourſelves, at the adminiſtration of 
this ordinance: Now it ſeems ftrange that any ſhould 


ſpeak of it as hurtful and dangerous to our children 


to be thus early entered into the ſchool and familyof 
| Chriſt, committed 1 into his hands, and laid under ſo- 
lemn obligations to ſerve him from their youth, All 


who ceniure the application of an external token of 
the covenant to little children, as uſeleſs and hurtful, 
would do well to remember that the cenſure falls up- 


on the God of Abraham himſelf, who expreſely ad- 


opted it in his inſtructions to him. 


Q But is it not ob jected againſt inf 1 | 


ordinance 70 Tufants, that 5 ve jt has 19 where commani- 
ed „ | 
A. That there 4 is much both in the Old FR New 


FT eſtament to authorize the practice we apprehend | 
has been ſhewn already, But if any ſay that we ought | 
not to baptize Infants, Becauſe Chriſt has no where = 


ſaid in ſo many words, „ Let Infants be baptized. ” 
Where is there authority for admitting Women to 


the table of the Lord? Chriſt has no where expreſsly 
ſaid of that ordinance, Let Women do this in remem- 
brance of me. And perſons who argue thus may 
 queltion their authority for baptizing believers, eſpe- 


5 9 
e for confin ning the ordinance to believers only; 


for 
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for Chriſt has no where expreſsly ſaid, Let believers 


be baptized and none but Believers. _ | 
How dare they plunge thoſe in adult years and call 


it baptizing them who have been baptized in their 


infancy without an expreſs 22 W 7 for ſuch a prac- 


tice from the injunctions of Chriſt? Wherefore do 
they inſiſt upon the immerſion of the whole body? 
Has Chriſt or any one of his apoRlles ever ſaid, Thou 


ſhalt be baptized by plunging, and by plunging only ? 
Aye but they ſay this may be interred from what 


is ſaid of the ordinance. But ſurely thoſe who found 


their practice upon inferences have little reaſon to 


condemn their brethren for baptizing Infants, becauſe 


infants are not expreſsly commanded i in the words of 


inſtitution, | 

Q. But is it not faid that thoſe ber 1.2 which re- 
pentance and faith are required by the Apoſtles previous 
20 Baptiſm invalidate the Baptiſm of 8 as they. 


are incapable of either ? 


A. That is ſaid and urged with great warmth and 


confidence as an ünaſwerable objection to Infant Bap- 
tiſm. But all the ſcriptural expreſſions referred to 


are little to the purpoſe for Which they are Produced. 
Q. Of ao m is faith and repentance required ? 
A. Of adult converts from Heatheniſm and the 

Jewiſh law and not from the offspring of profeſſing 


Chriſtians. That the Apoltles baptized adults is ve- 
ry certain; and they muſt baptize ſuch if any, 
at the firſt eſtabliſhment of Chriſtianity. 


But are we to conclude from thence that they did 


not afterwards baptize their children? We might 
with equal reaſon ſay that children were not circum- 
ciſed becauſe their parents Were. | 


. reaſonable then to diſcard N as uf 


7 5 for this ordinance, becauſe the Apoſtles required faito 
aud repentance in thoſe profeſJing converts ? | 


4. All laws and cuſtoms allow that favours may 


| be OED to children 20 RY or deeds of gift in 75 


their 


. 
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ſalvation FR a godly parentage in the neglect of re- 
ligion; and frequently forewarn them of the account 
to be given of all the talents with w hich God 1 in the 
goſpel has intruſted them. 
We give it in charge to chriſtian parents that they 
Pray daily with and for their children, and train them 
up in the nurture and admonition of the Lord; and 
that they frequently re collect the ſolemn dedication 
they make of their children to God in this ordi- 
nance, to ſtir them up to an early and conſtant diſ- 
charge of all the i important duties of a chriſtian edu- 
cation. 
Me alſo pray repeatedly with them and for them, and 
| their dear little ones ourſelves, at the adminiſtration of 
this ordinance: Now it ſeems ſtrange that any ſhould | 


ſpeak of it as hurtful and dangerous to our children 


to be thus early entered into the ſchool and familyof 
_-Chnf; committed! into his hands, and laid under ſo- 
lemn obligations to ſerve him from their youth. Al! 
who cenſure the application of an external token of 
the covenant to little children, as uſeleſs and hurtful, 
would do well to remember that the cenſure falls up- 
on the God of Abraham himſelf, who expreſoly ad- 
7 opted it in his inſtructions to him. 


Q But is it not objected againſt adminift ins hit 


ordinance to Infaxtr, that 5 27 has ub Where command. | 
edu? | 
A. That there is muck both i in the Old and vow 
Teſtament to authorize the practice we apprehend 
has been ſhewn already. But if any ſay that we ought 
not to baptize Infants, Becauſe Chriſt has no where 
ſaid in ſo many words, Let Infants be baptized. ” 
Where is there authority for admitting Women to 
the table of the Lord ? Chriſt has no where exprelſsly 
_ faidof that ordinance, Let Women do this in remem- 
brance of me. And perſons who argue thus may 
_ queſtion their authority for baptizing believers, eſpe- - 
5 Gay for confining the ordinance to believers only; 


for 
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CY 


* 


The Subjects of Baptiſm. 29 
for Chriſt has no where expreſsly ſaid, Let believers 
be baptized and none but Believers. 

How dare they plunge thoſe in adult years and call 


it baptizing them who have been baptized in their 
infancy without an expreſs D e for ſuch a prac- 


tice from the injunctions of Chriſt? Wherefore do 


they inſiſt upon the immerſion of the whole body ? 


Has Chriſt or any one of his apoſtles ever ſaid, Thou 
halt be baptized by plunging, and by plunging only ? 


Aye but they ſay this may be interred from what 
is ſaid of the ordinance. But ſurely thoſe who found 
their practice upon inferences have little reaſon to 


condemn their brethren for baptizing Infants, becauſe _ 


infants are not expreſsly commanded 1 in the words of 


inſtitution. 


Q. But is it not ſaid that theh Ao 2 which re- 


0 pentance and faith are required by the Apoſtles previous 
to Baptiſm invalidate the Baptiſm of Infants as they | 
are incapable of either ? 


A. That is ſaid and urged with great warmth ond 


an den as an unaſwerable objection to Infant ap- 
tiſm. But all the ſcriptural expreſſions referred to 


are little to the purpoſe for which they are Produced. 
Q. Of whom is faith and repentance required ? 


A. Of adult converts from Heatheniſm and the 
Jewiſh law and not from the offspring of profeſſing 
Chriſtians. That the Apoſtles baptized adults is ve- 

ry certain; and they muſt baptize ſuch if any, 
at the firſt eſtabliſhment of Chriſtianity. | 


But are we to conclude from thence that they did 


not afterwards baptize their children? We might 
with equal reaſon ſay that children were not circum- 
ciſed becauſe their parents were. 


Q. Is it reaſonable then to diſcard children « as aft 5 


+ | for this ordinance, becauſe the Apoſtles required Faith 
and repentance in thoſe profeſſing converts ® 


4. All laws and cuſtoms allow that favours may 


5 be . to children * W or aceds of gift in 


| their 
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their minority. A Teſtator ſays i in his will, 1 give 


ne this eſtate to ſuch a one and his heirs. And the 
Great God in his grant to his people“ Iwill be a 
God to you and your ſeed.” Would any object 


_ that children are not capable of inheriting the bleſs- 


ings of the covenant of grace either in this world or 
another? God actually entered into covenant with 
Noah and his feed, Gen ix. 9, 10. and ordered the 


token of his covenant to be adminiſtered to them. 


And if children were fit to be enrolled among the : | 


ſubjects of the kingdom of Chriſt by Circumciſion | 


then; why not by Baptiſm now? Our Lord in his 
commiſſion to his miniſters required neither faith nor 


_ repentance, but ordered them to diſciple all nations, 
baptizing them, of which children make a conſider- 
able part. And indeed if faith and repentance had 
been indiſpenſable pre- requiſites to Baptiſm, our 


Lord himſelf on one account, and Simon the ſorcer- 
er on another, would have been improper ſubjects 


for the ordinance. Jeſus had no ſins to repent of, 


and inſtead of believing was himſelf the author and 


oöhbject of the faith of his people. And though it is 
ſaid that Simon believed, that his faith was not ac- 
companied with repentance is evident from what the 
Apoſtle Peter ſaid afterwards to him, „Thou haſt 


neither part nor lot in this matter, for thy heart is 
* not right in the ſight of God; repent therefore of 


4e this thy wickedneſs, &c. for I perceive that thou 


art in the gall of bitterneſs and bond of iniquity. ” 


| Yet he was baptized, So that the Apoitles did not 


require that faith to which the bleſſings of the chri- 


ftian covenant are promiſed, or WN were deceived 1 in 


1 this inſtance. 


Q. But may awe mot in Ar from FI that there 
| ſoul be at leaſt a credible ref Moe Jon * faith before 


 Bapri/m 1 


A. The firſt miniſters of the gelbe might require 


it of 3 as bad book: bred * Jews or Heathens ; 
95 CE, becauſe 
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becauſe ſuch could not with any propriety be admit- 
ted to a chriſtian ordinance till they profeſſed them- 


ſelves Chriſtians. But there is not a ſingle inſtance 
recorded in the New Teſtament of their neglecting or 
deferring the Baptiſm of the children of Chriſtian 
parents till they believed. They inſiſted on the ne- 


ceſſity of faith and repentance to ſalvation ; and Jeſus 


himſelf ſaid, He that believeth ſhall be ſaved, but he 
that believeth not ſhall be damned. We mult there- 


fore ſuppoſe, either that children are capable of be- 


lieving, or that the requirement extends only to ſuch 


as are in adult years, or elſe that our children are 


all damned becauſe they do not, cannot believe. 'To 
thoſe who ſay ſuch only are required to believe in or- 
der to ſalvation who are capable of it, we reply ſuch 

only are required to believe in order to their being 


baptized who are capable of it. Allow Infants capa- 


ble of faith and you have no good reaſon for refuſing _ 
to baptize them. Or if you think that ſuch who die 
in their infancy may and do enjoy the favourof God in 
Heaven, why refuſe them this token of it upon earth? 


Q Are there any other paſſages of ſeripture that en- 
courage our hope of God's gracious acceprance of little 


children 


A. They are ſpoken of in very honourable and 
reſpectful terms, Lev. xxvi. 41, 42. Pſ. xxii. 9, 10. 
xxxvii. 26. Ixx1. 5, 6. cxii. 2. If. xliv. 3-5. liv. 13. 
Jer. i. 5. Joel ii. 15, 16. Matt. xviii. 25, 26. Mark 
x. 15. Luke i. 15. and elſe where. And after Chriſt 


haas ſolemnly declared Whoſoever receiveth one 
ſuch little child (as thoſe then ſet before him) receiv- 


eth me; it is ſtrange, it is grievous, that any 


ſhould reject them who profeſs to have received 
_ Chriſt Jeſus as their Lord. N e 


Q. Has not Baptiſm been generally adminiſtered 7 
children in the ſeveral ages of the Chriſtian Church ? 


A. It is well known that the number of thoſe who 


refuſe Baptiſm to Infants in the preſent day is very | 
 inconſiderable when compared with the many Church- 


IOW: 
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es in all Chriſtian Countries in which this ordinance | 
is adminiſtered to them. Many proofs might be 
produced, out of which we ſhall only ſele& the few 
following. In the xiiith article of the Church of Sax- 
ony it is ſaid, We baptize Infants becauſe it is moſt . 


« certain that the promiſe of grace doth pertain to 


c them,” &c. And Origen (on the vith of Romans) 
_ writes, that „ the Church received the cuſtom of 
s baptizing Infants from the Apoſtles. ?? In the con- 
feſſion of Wirtemburgh, Chap. x. © Baptiſm is to 


abe adminiſtered as well to Infants as to thoſe 


c that are grown to full age.“ &c. The confeſſion _ 
of Augſburgh (another Church in Germany) article 
ix. ſays that young infants are to be baptized &c. 
In the confeſſion of the French Proteſtants article 


xxxv. they ſay © Infants born of holy parents are 


by the authority of Chriſt to be baptized, ” The 
latter confeſſion of Helvetia Chap. xx. ſays, We 


condemn the Anabaptiſts who deny that young In- 


4 fants born of faithful parents are to be baptized” &c. 
s they are written in the covenant of God, why then 
„ ſhould not the ſign of the covenant be given unto | 
„ them? Inſtead of Circumciſion we have Baptiſm.”? | 
The confeſſion of Bohemia chap. xx. Our mini- 

te ſters without any doubt baptize children in the 
© name of the Holy Trinity, as it is by Chriſt's own 


words, aſſigned to this age &c. 


The Dutch confeſſion hath theſe words, EPR | 
xxxiv. We believe and confeſs that Circumiciſion 
being aboliſhed Chriſt has inſtituted Baptiſm in the 


ce place thereof. We deteſt the error of the Anahap- 


c tiſts who are not content with one only Baptiſm, 
c but do alſo condemn the Baptiſm of Infants, yea of 


8 thoſe that be born of faithful parents, as we be- 


a lieve they ought to be baptized, and ſealed with 
5 ce the ſign of the covenant; as Paul calleth Baptiſm 5 
the Circumciſion of Chriſt.” &c. See the Harmo- 

5 ny of * . in the name of the 


dong 
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Churches of France and Belgia; theſe, and other ex- 


tracts from which are collected at the end of Mr. 
Hitchin's Infant's Cauſe pleaded. From thence may 5 
be known the ſentiments of foreign Proteſtant church- 
es, concerning Infant Baptiſm. For the opinion f 
our Engliſh Divines of the laſt century we refer the 
reader to the Aﬀembly' 3 Catechiſm both os an and 
leſſer. 


That the principles 4 practices of far the great- 


er number of Chriſtians in our day and country, 
_ concur with theſe foreign Churches is well known. 


Q. And does it appear that Baptiſm was adm/nijter- 


ed 19 Infants in the earlier "oe v the nee 5 
Church P: 4 | 


4. The learned Wall (b took great pains in 


"ls enquiry) informs us“ that from the year of our 


Lord 400 to 1150 no ſociety of men ever pretended 


4 to ſay it was unlawful to baptize Infants ; and ſtiſl 
© nearer the time of our Saviour there appears to have 
u been only one viz. Tertullian that fo much as al- 

* viſed the delay of it; except one Gregory who is 

g thought to have delayed the Baptiſm of his own 

children under a miſtaken notion of its waſhing | 

« away all fins that had been committed before, 
and that fins after Baptiſm were peculiarly dan- 5 
gercous if not mo tal.” For further confirmation 
of this truth, in extracts taken from the writings of 
Auguſtin, Chryſoſtom, Gregory Nazianzen, and - 
ther Chriſtian Fathers who lived in the 4th Century ; 
and for the general ſenſe of the Chriſtian Church as 
explained in a decree of the council of Carthage at 
which Cyprian preſided, in the year of our Lord 253, 
in which they determined that Baptiſm ought not to 


be delayed even unto the Sth day; We refer our 


readers to Wall's Hiſt. of Infant Baptiſm, and a 


ſtill later defence of Infant Baptiſm in Point of an- 


: 0 by the Rev. Mr. Brekell. 


Q. nat ol ber teftimonies a be 2 * 
| | | 4 Ori- 15 
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1 Origer who was preſbyter of Alexandria in 
the year of our Lord 230, ſpeaks of the baptizing 


of Infants as the uſual practice of the Church, and 
a practice received by tradition from the Apoſtles. 
In which paſſage he ſeems to uſe the word 2radition in 
the ſame ſenſe in which the Apoſtle Peter had uſed 
it, 1 Pet. i. 18. viz. for an uninterrupted ſucceſſion. 
When Origen's good character is conſidered, and 
it is remembered that he was born within about 80 


years of the apoſtolic age, at which time there were 
probably many alive that were born within the age of 


the aApoſtles, ſuch a teſtimony in favour of Infant 
| Baptiſm muſt have weight with every one who pays 


a proper regard to the practice of the primitive 


Church — There are other paſſages in Irenæus and 
Juſtin Martyn who lived fill nearer t the times of 


the Apoſtles to the ſame purpoſe. 


Q. Are there any traces of this ae, in the 2 


© Church in the times of the Apoſtles themſelves ?_ 
A. © There needed ( ſays the learned Lightfoot i in 


his Harmony of the New Teſtament( no mention of 
« the baptizing of Infants in the New Teſtament _ 


« as it had been as commonly uſed in the Church of 


the Jews, as ſince, in the Chriſtian Church. It 
« was enough to ſay that Chriſt eſtabliſhed Baptiſm 2 
for an ordinance under the goſpel, and then it was 
c well enough known who ſhould be baptized by the 
| « ye of this ordinance of old. It is a good plea be- 
. cauſe there is no forbidding of the baptizing of 
« Infants in the goſpel, therefore they are to be bap- 
„ tized ; otherwiſe he would have given ſome ſpeci- 
« a] prohibition to put an end to tne practice if he 


had not intended its continuance. ?? 
Vet the New Teſtament is not ſilent upon this 


= head; for, beſides, the paſſages mentioned above, 


ve have accounts there of baptizing whole houſ- 
holds. Acts xvi. 15. it is ſaid of Lydia * ſhe was 


oy "ONE and her houſhold, "Upon the Lord's opening 


her 
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ah ber heart to attend to the things that were ſpoken 
* by Paul, As ſhe was the firſt profeſſing Chriſti- 


an in the family, ſhe could not otherwiſe have been 
baptized, but we read nothing either of the faith, or 
of the ages of any one of her family. Nothing more 


is ſaid of them than that they were baptized as the 


houſhold of Lydia. Let thoſe who pretend ſhe had 


no children fay of what her houſhold was compoſed. 
Q. Have we accounts in the New Teſtament of = 


5 other houſholds baptized by the Apoſtles : 9 


A. The ſame Apoſtle, whoſe miniſtry was ſuc- 


ceeded in that inſtance of Lydia, ſpeaks J Cor i. 16. 
of his having baptized the houſhold of Stephanas, 


which as they were the firſt fruits 2. 6. the firſt con- 


verts of Achaia, might afterwards miniſter to the 


ſaints, and yet bechildren when they were baptized, 
In Acts xvi. 33, 34. it is ſaid of the jailor at Philip- 


pi, he was baptized and all his (houthold) ſtraight- 85 
But the manner in which the next words 

are tranſlated in our Engliſh Bible has inclined many . 
to think that all his domeſtics believed, and, conſe- 
' quently were none of them children, ©* And rejoic- - 
ed believing in God with all his houſe. ”? But the 
original word for believe is uſed in the fingular 


E 


O 


number, and therefore can properly be applied to 
him only. It ſhould be rendered he rejoiced in 
(or over) all his houſe, having (i. e. he having) be- 
lieved in God. He now rejoiced in and over all his 


houſe with a new and devout joy, as having in that 


ſolemn ordinance of Baptiſm devoted himſelf and 
them unto God, and by faith committed them into 
the hands of the Redeemer hoping for his own” 


ſalvation and theirs from him, on the credit of that 


declaration which Paul had juſt made to him * be- 
« leve thou in the Lord Jeſus Chriſt and thou ſhalt 
be ſaved and thy houſe. The original word often | 


expreſles ſuch an act of truſt , compare John 11. 24. 


i Rom. iii. 2. 2 Tim. 1, 12. 80 that the words far 


from 15 
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from ſaying any thing of the faith of his houſhold, 
rather imply that they were 1ncapable of it as they | 
; expreſs only his act, on their account and his own. 
Q. Is not the term houſhold zſed elſeauhere in the 
e feriptures with reference to children? | 
A. When Pharaoh bid Joſeph's . go. and 
bring up their houſholds, Gen. xIv. 19. it is 
| plain they underſtood it as including hate children 
| becauſe it is ſaid, chap, xlvi. 6. they thereupon car- 
ried their little ones and their wives into Egypt. - 
And the Apoſtle Paul fays, 1 Tim. iii. 4,5. A 
Biſhop muſt rule well his own houſe or houſhold for 
it is the ſame word; and this he explains by having 
his children in f ubjection &c. Therefore when it is 
ſaid the Apoftles baptized houſholds, it is ſaying in 
other words they baptized children. Indeed it is o- 
therwiſe utterly incredible that the practice of bap- 
tizing Infants ſhould have prevailed ſo early and ſo 
generally as it did in the Chriſtian Church. 5 
Q. Having /uch ſcriptural authority for Infant 
| Baptiſm it muſt ſurely be criminal and hurtful to deny 
 #his ſeal of God's Covenant ſo the children of his peo= _ 
ple; and by no means juſtifiable to plunge thoſe in adult 
gears that avere di iſeipled to e this ordinance in 
their Infancy Wen | 
A. Chriſtians and the minidlers of Chriſt eſpecial- 
ly, are therein acting wrong, as 
I. They are repeating a conduct on account of 
which Jeſus . Was highly dee 5 his firſt 


fuollowers. | 2 
II. They are rejecting thoſe as common N un- 


| clean, which a Chriſtian Apoſtle pronounced holy ; 
and treat thoſe as mere out-caſts and ſubjects of la- 


tan's kingdom, concerning whom our Lord has de- 
2 clared cc of ſuch 1s the kingdom of heaven. ? 


III. They go before God in repealing an act of 
grace which he has not repealed but eſtabliſhed; 


and reflect upon an | inflitution of the Great Head 
. | | : of | 


* 


r 
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of the Church in which his people rejoiced through 
many generations. | a 


IV. They diſpute the authority of the only Bap- 


tiſm uſed in the Chriſtian Church for many hundred 
years, and reduce all that are thereby taken into cove- 
nant with God, to the ſtate of unbaptized Heathens. - 
V. The grant of the Goſpel of grace is hereby 
_ repreſented as leſs merciful and extenſive than that 
of the law of Moſes, which admitted the children of 
God's people into his covenant. 17 8 


VI. Hereby chriſtian parents are diſcouraged from 


putting in their claim to tnoſe new covenant bleſſings 
which are promiſed to their children, and are depriv- 
ed of a powerful motive to a chriſtian education. 
VII. Chriftians themſelves may, alſo, in other re- 


ſpects, ſuffer more from the neglect than many are 


aware, in conſequence of the affront offered even by 
_ thoſe who proteſs themſelves the people of God, 
both to his covenant and the ſeal of it; and as they 
are denied a valuable preſervative againſt fin and 
folly, as well as encouraged to ſlight the honour and 


2 


VIII. In conſequence of theſe principles and pra 
tice many that are born of chriſtian parents live long 
in a chriſtian country before the very initiating ordi- 
nance is adminiſtered to them, and to ſome it is ne- 
ver adminiſtered at all; while on the other hand, 
not a few are waſhed a {econd time, (with all the ſo- 
lemnity of a chriſtian inſtitution) without the leaft 
authority from Chriſt or his Apoſtles, and contrary 


to the very nature and deſign of Chriſtian Baptiſm. _ 


IX. As a very awful puniſhment was, by the ex- 

_ preſs command of God, to be inflicted upon every 

one of the ſeed of Abraham to whom the ordinance 
of Circumciſion was not duly adminiſtered in Infan- 
cy, © that ſoul (fays the Almighty) ſhall be cut off 


from his people, he hath broken my covenant ;” * 


_ Chriſtian miniſters and parents would do well to take 


* 9 — meren ** os E 1 — 
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heed of refuſing or wo fps to apply this ordinance 
of Baptiſm to their children, which is as we have 
before proved the Circumciſion of Chriſt. ?? 


Q. As ſome have inſinuated after all that ub good. 


can be cæpected from the Baptiſm of Little Children, 


avill you enumerate ſome of the advantages that may 
with a divine bleſſing be expeed from a due admini- 


: . of the ordinance, and attendance upon it? 


A. When God commanded Abraham and his de- 


ena to circumciſe their children, we do not 
fund that they objected what good can circumciſion 


do to ſuch little ones; if they had God might have 
been juſtly diſpleaſed with them. Will our brethren 


who bring this objection aſſert the inherent efficacy of 
adult Baptiſm ? or if the ordinance in whatever form, 
or at whatever time it is adminiſtered owes its efficacy 
to a divine bleſſing have they authority to ſay that 
bleſſing will not accompany it when adminiſtered to 
children? Will they aſſert that even with a divine 
bleſſing it can be of no avail to them? If they are 
continued to years of underſtanding, the early admi- 
| niftration of this ordinance to them may be made un- 
der God a means of great good to them, as 


I. Laying a proper foundation for addrefling m. ma- 


ny valuable inſtructions, exhortations, cautions, ad- 


monitions, and encouragements to them as they 


grow up, whereby they may be preſerved from a 
thouſand evils to which they are expoſed in the years 
of childhood and youth, and formed to that temper 
and conduct which tend to promote their health, 
peace, and proſperity, to fit them for an honourable 


and uſeful paſſage through this life, and for a Kappy | 
deen out of it. 


II. Parents, who are the only proper perſons to 


devote their children to the Lord in this'ordinance, 
are hereby laid under peculiar obligations to train 
up their offspring in the nurture and admonition of 
| the Lord, as * are e ſolemniy Exhorted,. and. actu- 


* 


The Subjetfts of Baptimm 39 
ally engage ſo- to do at the adminiſtration of the or- 
dinance : and the child certainly reaps the advanta- 
ge of that ſacred rite which obliges its parents to 
train it up in the way in which it ſhould go. 

III. At this ordinance miniſters have a peculiarly 
favourable opportunity of addreſſing practical in- 
ſtructions and exhortations to parents, that may both 
aſſiſt them in directing the education of their chil- 

dren, and ſtir them up to a faithful gan 3d of all 
| its important duties. 
IV. The ſerious recollection of this ſacred folem- 
nity has, we hope, been a powerful reſtraint to ma- 
ny in an hour of temptation. -** How ſhall I, who 
have been ſolemnly conſecrated to the Lord do this 
« wickedneſs and fin againſt God? Nay, more, 
vue truſt ſome have been engaged to conſider themſelres 
as hereby bound to walk in newneſs of life. 
V. It certainly tends to cheriſh in the minds of 

children a peculiar eſteem and affection for their pa- 
rents, as thoſe by whom they were introduced i into 
15 the covenant of God; as well as 
Vl. To animate the parents prayers and enden 
vours for their everlaſting welfare; and to encourage 


that hope which is his beſt ſupport when called to the 


tender trial of following his beloved offspring to Ms: 
grave.” | „„ : | 
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To the Rev. Ds, 8 TENN ET. 


Rev EREND Sin, | 


Fter having looked over your anſwers to the 

. A Part of The Chriſtian Miniſters Reaſons fur 
 baprizing Infants by Spriakling ſoon after it was pub- 
| liſhed, I laid it by with a deſign of reviſing it when- 
ever ! ſhould have an opportunity of examining what 
might be farther offered upon the ſubject, 1 have 
now peruſed both Volumes, and beg leave to ſubmit 
| ſome few remarks upon them to their worthy author 
_ whoſe character I have long held in eſteem, and for 

whom I defire ever to maintain a fraternal affection. 

The ſentiments and language, the ſtrain and ſpi- 
lit of your practical diſcourſes rendered them enter- 


taining, and I hope, profitable to me: and fome _ 


of the obſervations with which you introduced your | 
late controverſial pieces are equally in charatter, — 
| You there lament the intemperate heat with which 
the baptiſmal controverſy in particular has been con- 


ducted, and ſhew cadour in the reſpectful terms in 


which you ſpeak of the author of that little Trace 
which you have honoured with ſo minute and criti- 


cal an examination. For the latter you have his 


grateful acknowledgments; ; and he cannot but think 
from the former, that when you have reviſed other 
expreſſions that have dropt from you here and there 
in the proſecution of the ſubject you will with them 
ſoftened, expunged, forborne. Though you appear 
to ſee the reaſons of your practice in a very clear and 
ſtrong light I could not have imagined that you, My 
good Sir, would have expreſſed yourſelf quite ſo con- 
temptuouſly as you have done concerning your bre- 
en who are ſo pr as to —— from you. 
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In Part I. P. . you ſpeak of their reaſoning 48 
„ utterly inconclufive”” and p. 98. as “ abſurd ”” 


pe 81. you call it * unaccountable trifling ” and 
a ridiculous abſurdity ” and p. 37. tell your friend 


that «© a conſiderate reader can ſcarce avoid perceiv- 
ing, at firlt view, the weakneſs and futility of our 


8 objections | to immerſion. ” Nay, p. 67, you car- 


your accuſations ftill higher and charge the au- 
thor of this Eſſay with evaſion,” and * an eluſive 
<«« addreſs.” You accuſe him repeatedly of a deſign + 


merely to confute and to confound, Part II. p. 160 Kc. 


and ſay of him p. 68. that he « caſts duſt before 
«© the eyes of his readers, and then triumphs in his 
0 mighty victory,“ but “ as for you, if you cannot 


„ convince by plain reaſoning from the word of 
God, you will not have recourſe to the little arts 
of ſhuffling and evaſion. ”” Page 136. you repre- 
| ſent what he has written as © an. ingenious labour to 

which he ſubje&s himſelf through an unwilling- 
4 neſs to acknowledge a miſtake, reform an abuſe, 
and to admit a plain and eaſy fact“ inſinuating, 
in the Preface, of all the Pœdobaptiſts tha! 


they 
nuti- 


« claim a right of annihilating, or, at leaſt, 


Zlating and changing a poſitive inſtitution. ”? Is this, 

Dr. Stennett, in character? I am ſorry to have oc- 
caſion for farther remarks of this nature — p 98. you 
„ gonclude- a period, containing animadverſions not 

the moſt candid or modeſt, with this reflection, 
_ « So inſenſibly, to ſay the beſt of it, are men be- 
s trayed into the ſubtilties of falſe reaſoning when 
once through prejudice, they loſe fight of the 
e plain truth. ”—Page 109. you ſpeak of the objec- 
tions to immerſion as confidently pert, and yet 
_ « too trifling to require an anſwer, ” But I will paſs 
over many other reflections in the like ſpirit and 
* ſtrain; only give me leave to remind you of aquo- | 
tation p. zo. in which you plainly charge me with _ 


falſhood.” * fic veris falla remiſcet "> Permit me £ 
1 . . 


To Dr. STENNETT. 43 
to addreſs you here in your own words, Part II. p. 150. 
I have no other concern with theſe appeals to the 
« paſſions, than gently to reprove our author for the 
« unkind reflections infinuated in them, and ſin- 
„ cerely to pity the weak well-meaning people who 
e miſtake them for arguments. -I attempt not to 
vindicate the eſſay in queſtion from the imputation of 
weak and inconcluſive reaſonings; yet I cannot for- 
bear expreſſing my ſurprize that you, Sir, ſhould be- 
ſtow four hundred and fifty long pages (for I know 
not but they are as long as that of mine which you 


| have (p. 64.) marked with that epithet) on fo trifling 5 


a performance. 
But you have an apology p. 2. © If the author” 5 
___ reaſonings, though falſe, had not been ſo looſe, 
| «& unconnected and deſultory (fay you) I ſhould have 
been at leſs pains in following him, and my reader 
c would have had leſs trouble in . my re- 
„% marks.” 
Pardon me, Sir, your apology 3 me ſmile and 
reminds me of one that I have been told a late cele- 


brated Preacher frequently adopted in his publick 


_ diſcourſes ; after ſaying a great deal very little to the 
purpoſe © now (adds he) ſome of you will ſay, Why 
all this rambling ? I will tell you why,—You ran 
ble firſt, and I only ramble after you to catch you.” 
: But 1 muſt be more ſerious on your other l HERE | 
ons—Why, Good Sir, judge and condemn your Bro- 
ther? Why accuſe him of falſhood, and of mean 


ing to miſlead his readers?“ Part II. p. 47. er 
| _ ſuffering theſe cenſures he cannot but make light of 
- ml imputation of vanity, and therefore (though he 


ſhould incur it) will beg leave to recite the paſſage 


here that he referred to above, in which you very | 


civilly ſay of him I ſhould ſtrangely forget myſelf 
„ if | do not hold his character as a Gentleman, * 


2 Scholar, and a Miniſter in all due reſpect.“ 


-W hether yOu had Wager! vourſelf when theſe and 5 
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other perde inveRives eſcaped you in the heat of : 
controverſy I will not venture to affirm : But this 1 


will, that I am not conſcious of having uſed “ the 
e unhallowed arts of ſophiſtry,“ or of def: gnedly 


impoſing upon mankind falſhood for truth on this.or 


any other ſubject; and you will do me the juſtice to 


acknowledge Iam the beſt judge of my own intentions. 


Why, permit me to aſk again, why 2% (I will 
leave you to ſupply an epithet to ſuch) inſinuations. 
 —$hall I return my opponent the kind compliment he 


has paid me (in the preface to Part I. and again Part II. 


p. 52. and again p. 279. &c.) that „ it is not owing ” 
to natural temper, or the want of chriſtian charity, 
„ but the good man has been put out of humour with 

the weakneſs of his w. = pe | | | 


In the Preface you beſpeak an K for the = 


violent heat of your Brethren on a different princi- 


ple, very candidly ſuppoſing it cc the effect which ; 
clear conviction of the truth, and a deſire that o- 


a thers may be convinced of it, hath upon an honeſt 

mind and as J am very far, My good Sir, from 
entertaining the lealt ſuſpicion of your honeſty I am 

| inclined to make every reaſonable allowance for your 
Zeal on this 7nterefting ſubject; 3 eſpecially as you ap- 
Pear to have no very mean opinion of the force and 7 

| Perſpicuity of your own arguments. 


But that neither the cleareſt conviction, nor warm- 


| eſt zeal can authorize every ſally of ungoverned paſ- 
ſion you appeared ſenſible yourſelf when writing 
that expreſſive period Part II. p. 283. When Zeal, 


„in queſtions of this nature, degenerates into vio- 


d lence, and indecent reflections and reproachful 
language are deem'd fit weapons to be uſed in the 
6 Jes of truth, every ſerious thoughtful man 
„ will, no doubt, enter his proteſt: he will not fail 
to pronounce ſuch a temper and conduct unworthy | 
« of men, and much more of Chriſtians. _ 


"TO chat * fubjoin ; a e which 1 i. Hall not | 
| | IF | 
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To. Dr. STENNETT. 45 


_ by any means take upon me to anſyer. viz. © Are 


the "Baptiſt chargeable with this guilt? to their 


maſter they mult Itand or fall. I judge them not 
Nor am I conſcious of intentions that deſerve judg- 
ment from them; leaſt of all did I expect judgment 
from Dr. Stennett, whom I have heard many ſpeak of 


with reſpect for his politeneſs and candour. 
But I will not enlarge on the ſpirit of your ani- 


madverſions. Before I proceed to examine the part1- 
culars of your anſwer, I cannot forbear e 

in general the frequent recourſe you have, (and which 
therefore you certainly found yourſelf obliged to 


have) to conjectures both for the confutation of my 
reaſoning and the eſtabliſhment of your own. To 


avoid tiring either myſelf or you, I ſhall only ſelect 


two or three miſrepreſentations into which you have 


been betreyed by attempting this new ſpecies of ar- 
gument, Confecture. 3 

I had ſaid in the Dedication that I received 994 
„ publiſhed thoſe hints partly at the deiire of ſome 
friends, and partly for reaſons which in tenderneſs _ 
to others I thought proper to ſuppreſs. ou ſeem : 
amazinoly ſtruck with tlie expretaon << in tenderneſs . 
«to others —“ Who can theſe peiſoas be for whom 
«© Mr. Addington has this tenderneſs ; I conjeture 
e that ſome Baptiits in his ne1g1:' bourhood have late- 
ly been defending their principles (knowing the 
forwardneſs of the brethren in attempts of that na- 
ture) © and this may perhaps have put his people up- 
on enquiry, ”—But why, My good Brother, trou- 
ble yourſelf and readers with your conjectures con- 
cerning reaſons which the Author thought proper to 
conceal? Had he apprehended the farther knowledge 
of them either of general utility, or of importance 
to this ſubje& he would not have ſupprels', d them. 
Or if you muſt gueſs, W hy ſhould you conjecture | 
this concealment was rather in tenderneſs to the Be p- 


tits than Lind others ? was I fond of Paving: my 
| | 8 e „ con- 


Aug 8 


— — — — 


46 A LE T TER 


: conjettures I could mention ſome on the reaſons for 
yours : But I decline a method of reaſoning in which 


5 8 Brother has been ſo very unſucceſsful. 


That the Baptiſts have made attempts to unſettle | | 
the minds of ſome members of other Churches with- 


in the circle of my acquaintance I am ſorry to have 
reaſon to ſay is notorious. —But abſolutely deny that 


apprehenſions from ſuch a practice upon my own con- 
gregation had any the leaſt weight with me in that 


publication. 


The real cauſe Gerede of this S I 0 | 


5 beg leave to ſuppreſs a little longer, and paſs on to 


An animadverſion which you have inſerted twice 


on a quotation that happened to eſcape me without 


producing my authority Part I. p. 77. is the follow- _ 
ing, «Left what he had to ſay upon the matter ſnould 
Es not ſatisfy his readers Mr. Addington has prudent- 
ly diverted their attention for a while to another ac= 
count of our Saviour's Baptiſm which better ſuits 
„ his purpoſe than that of the inſpired Hiſtorian, 
The {tory that Mr A, tells us is that the Lord Je- 
ee ſus Chriſt entered into the ſea, and John with all 
„ humility baptized him with his hand, and waſhed 
[ON him, by caſting water on his head; this ſtory I ſay 
is certainly very much to our Author's purpoſe. It 
wants only one little circumſtance to render it de- 
« cifive in the preſent debate, and that is authenti- 
6K City. 1 won't pretend to ſay, that there is no 
n ancient eaſtern Hiſtory of Chriſt, written in Perſic; 
But I do not know, neither can I get any account 
© of it from the books and friends I have conſulted. 
If however there be ſuch a Hiſtory, Mr. A. will 
do well to favour the Chriſtian World with.an _ 
* account of it. Till then, whatever weight this 
0 ſtory may have with the weak and credulous, he _ 
can't wonder that others conſider it in the light ß 
( thoſe old wives fables which che Aenle exhorts 
. 1 to 25 
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To Dr. STENNETT. 47 


ou introduce it again Part II. p. 84. ſaying 


His authority, I take it, is that of Geronimo 


« Xavier, a Jeſuit who wrote a Hiſtory of Jeſus in 


4 Perſic collected for the moſt part out of the Romiſh 
„Legends, which, in the Title Page of the Latin 
_ « Tranſlation, is declared ſpuriou:, Now if Mr. 

«£ Addington took his quotations from this copy, and 


&« was really acquainted with theſe facts, his diſinge- 


e nuity in obtruding this ſtory upon the publick 
66 would deſerve the ſevereſt cenſure Kc. 


I ſaid, this quotation happened to eſcape me 
cc without producing my authority“ becauſe the o- 


miſſion was entirely without deſign. I knew no rea- 
ſon for concealing it then. And though, after this 
treatment, I ſhall not produce it now, I can very ho- 
neſtly aflure you, that you have been as unlucky in 
your conjecture here as in the former inſtance. 1 ne- 
ver ſaw either Xavier's Romiſh Legend or the Latin 
Tranſlation of it, which, you tate it, was my autho- 
rity, nor did I ever hear of the ſtories being taken 
from thence till you, with much labour and pains, 
__ procured the intelligence. I freely own ] then 
thought it better authenticated than upon farther e- 
vidence, it appears to me now to be; and I am very _ 
ready to acknowledge that I inadvertently made an 
anonymous quotation. But I ſubmit two remarks 
here to your impartiality and candour ; the former 
Iwill inſert in your ewn words, p. 83, Part II. re- 
„ prehenſible however as this omiſſion may be it is 
* not every one that is a fit reprover of others for 
„ faults of this nature.“ You certainly forgot that 
you had given us anonymous extracts, p. 22. and 


elſewhere, or I preſume you would not have animad- 


verted with ſuch acrimony upon this in the ſame vo- 
| lume, I mean not to cenſure you for ſuch a quotati- 
on, but merely to expreſs my ſurprize at meeting 
with an anonymous extract of your own within 4 
feu pages of ſo ſevere a reproof for the like omiſſi- 


PT 


Will hope chef 
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I could not likewiſe but be ſtruck with the manner 
in which the animadserſion is inſerted. To find it 
twice in the ſame work is rather extraordinary. And 
the ſecond time, Part II. p. 83. in connection with 
a femark of mine upon a quotation, notoriouſly 


partial; a quotation which contained an imperfect 
part of a ſentence taken from Dr. Doddridge's Fa- 


mily Expoſitor, detached from its connection; and 


that apparently to favour that very hypotheſis which 


the Doctor expreſsly cautions his readers againſt in 
that ſame context. Now, My Dear Brother, could you 
hold fuch a conduct excuſable? or could you think 
by pouring out theſe ſevere cenſures on the one, you 


S 


mould wipe off the reproach of the other. Divert 


the attention of ſome of your readers from it, you 
perhaps might, by ſuch a coup-de-main of diſputant- 
{hip : But J am far from envying any Brother either 
the ſatis faction or the honour of ſuch a triumph. 
Bot I paſs this to inform you that, as you was 
miſtaken in both theſe inſtances, ſo likewiſe in the 
ſenſe which you have repeatedly put upon my words, 
and ſtill more as to the manner in which you ſuppoſe 
_ TI explain and apply many paſſages of Scripture. But 
I ſhall now only take Notice of your remark * that 
in the title page. 
le ſhall Iprinkle many nations.“ Mr. A,” you 
My » Þo 2: if Would have us coniider the Prophet 
„ when he ſays be ſhall ſprinkle many nations, as 


meaning that Chriſt ſhould either himſelf or by his 


« miniſters baptize Infants by ſprinkling or pouring 


water upon them. For can't think that if he had 
not wiſhed his readers to conſider the paſſage as re- 
*« ferring to Baptiſm, he would have thrown ſuch a 
JJV 55 
As it is long lince that infin nuation eſcaped you I 
Nrit in which it was thrown out has ſo 
far ſubſided as to' permit you to attend with ſome de- 
gree of coolneſs and candour to the few followin 4 re- 
* . the Falte; 
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To Dr. STENNETT. 49 
You appear thus far to agree with me that the 
Meſſiah was intended in this prophecy. and that it 
foretells the converſion of the Gentiles.— This their 
_ converſion you will likewiſe acknowledge was to be 
effected by a divine influence Nor can you I think 
deny that this divine influence was fgnitied in Scrip- 
ture by the ſprinkling or pouring of water, See Ifaiah 
xliv. 3. And as that tite was uſed ia the Church 
of old as an emblem of purification, J cannot 
but think that for the ſame reaſon, it is proper- 
Iy adopted in Baptiſm, as an ordinance in which 
_ Chriſtians are ſeparated from the world to be a 
peculiar people to the Lord ; That inftitution might 
therefore be alluded to in an expreflion appa- 
_ rently intended to deſcribe and foretell the bleſſings 
ſignified by it without pretending that the Prophet 5 
meant expreſsly to aſſert that Chriſt ſhould aps | 
tize Infants by ſprinkling. 
Though as children make a very 5 part 
of every nation, from comparing other promiſes of 
the new covenant there is reaſon to conſider them as 
included in this which engages that its privileges 
ſhould in the days of the Meſſiah, be imparted to 
the inhabitants of various countries; alluding pro- 
bably at the ſame time, in the term ſprinkling, to 
that rite by which his miniſters were to diiciple _ 
them in token of thoſe divine influences promiſed 
_ elſewhere in the ſame terms I will ſprinkle clean 
| water upon you and ye ſhall be clean, &c”” See 
my remarks on our Lord's commiſſion to his mi- 
| . . 
Thus, my dear Sir, has you (chough I will not 
| Tay deſignedly) miſrepreſente:! both my own words 
and the ſenſe in which I explatu and apply thoſe of 
1 ; Scripture ; and I cannot but think there 18 a ſtrange | 
) |  inconliſtency between your repeated exclainations a- 
C0 gainſt analogical reaſoning, and the uie you make 
RE a of it Vontelr when you apprehend alluſions. to he 
CY | . 1 „ - Tayoure | 
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 faventable: to your own tenets. —But I Weber to 
. purſue the ſubject any farther here. | ; 
From what has been already offered perhaps the C 
„ conſiderate reader (to adopt your own words p. 3, 5. 


with only the alteration of a ſingle term) will be 


« apt to ſuſpect, if the Doctor has been thus unhap- | 
* py in theie reaſonings with which he ſet out, thoſe 


which follow may not, all of them, be perfectly 


„ concluſive, and that his conſideration of other 
_ «© paſſages (both in this treatiſe and the ſcriptures 
= 8 themblver may have been rather haſty than ma- 


* ture and deliberate. ” — 


But however that may appear to others, or even | 


to e I ſhall ever be, with real — 


\ 


"Dian Sun; 1 


oc | 3 Brother, 
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STEPHEN ADDING TON. 
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